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The following remarks are submitted with the Applicant's notice of appeal. Independent 
claim 25 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Holehan 
(U. S. Patent Number 6.043,809). The Appellant is contesting the rejection of 
independent claim 25 of the subject application because Holehan clearly does not 
teach, as required by 35 U.S.C. § 102 1 , the elements of independent claim 25 that are 
discussed below. 



The Holehan reference teaches using "scroll bar sensors" that are disposed in proximity 
to a keyboard contained within a case to which the scroll bar sensors are disposed. 
Holehan, column 3. lines 36-55 and FIGs 1 and 2. A user can touch the scroll bar 
sensors to cause the display to scroll in a dimension associated with the scroll bar 



* See MPEP §2131 (Emphasis Added) "A claim is anticipated only if eachaprl every element as set forth 
in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a sjooje. ^^^J.^ 
Bros v Union Oil Co. of California. 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Or. 1987). The 
identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the ... claim. 
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sensor being touched. Holehan, column 4, lines 20-40. The teachings of Holehan are 
limited to using "scroll bar sensors" that each has an assigned dimension - either vertial 
or horizontal. In other words, in order to scroll in a vertical, or up/down, dimension, the 
user is required to use the "up/down scroll bar sensor 122-124." Holehan, column 4, 
lines 22-31. Similarly, in order to scroll in a horizontal, or left/right, dimension, the user 
is required to use the "left/right scroll bar sensor 126." Holehan, column 4, lines 31-35. 
The user selects a "selected dimension" in the Holehan reference by choosing one of 
multiple "scroll bar sensors" to provide scrolling input. 

Holehan does not teach "A Dimension S election Switch" as set forth in claim 25 

Claim 25 includes a limitation specifying "a dimension selection swjtch able to select 
one of at least two dimensions." As a teaching of this limitation, the Examiner cites 
"scrolling." Office Action dated November 23, 2005, page 2, last paragraph (citing 
Holehan. column 3, lines 45-46). The Examiner cites a portion of Holehan that states 
"up and down scroll bar sensors 122, 124 are disposed around edges 134 so that 
portions of the scroll bar sensors Id., citing Holehan, column 3, lines 45-46. As for 
an "ability to select one of at least two dimensions," the Examiner cites "the operator's 
finger" and the abstract of Holehan. Office Action dated November 23, 2005, page 2, 
last paragraph. The only relevant portion of the Holehan abstract appears to be 
portions describing scrolling through a document displayed on a computer's display by 
using "one or more scroll bar sensors for scrolling up and down and left and right in a 
document displayed on the computer's display." Holehan, Abstract. The Abstract 
further states that these scroll bar sensors determine "the location of the operator's 
finger on the scroll bar sensor." Id. 

The Appellant asserts that these the cited teachings are clearly not a teaching of "a 
dimension selection switch " as is set forth by currently pending independent claim 25. 
In fact, neither the Holehan reference nor any of the cited prior art references, taken 
either alone or in combination with one another, teaches or suggest such a "dimension 
selection switch ." The Holehan reference is limited to having separate scroll bar 
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sensors to sense user scrolling input for each dimension. Holehan teaches "Scroll bar 
^ 19? and 124 comprise u p and down scroll bar sensors .... Scroll bar sensor 
126 preferably comprises a left and right scroll bar sens or." Holehan, column 3, lines 
42-49 (emphasis added, referring to elements illustrated in FIG. 1). 

The Appellant asserts that the Examinees apparent argument that "the operator's 
finger" selecting one of different scroll bar sensors is a teaching of the "dimension 
selection switch" as set forth in claim 25 is clearly improper and not supportable. The 
Appellant further asserts that this lack of a proper teaching is even clearer when 
considering the "dimension selection switch" in the context of other claim limitations, as 
is discussed below. 

Hnlehan does not teach "A User Input D etector" as set forth in claim 25 

Claim 25 further includes a limitation specifying "a user input detector, electrically 
coupled to the touchpad and the dimension selection switch, for detecting user input 
from the touchpad and a selected dim ension selected hv the dimpnsion selection switch 
and transmitting input signals, wherein the input signals controls movement in the 
selected dimension in response to the user input." 

As discussed above, the Holehan reference does not teach or suggest a dimension 
selection switch as set forth for claim 25. Dimensions are selected in the Holehan 
reference by using different "scroll bar sensors." The touch pad sensors of Holehan 
may be analogized to the "touchpad" set forth in the first limitation of independent claim 
25, which is clearly separate from the "dimension selection switch" and the "user input 
detector" limitations. The Appellant asserts that this lack of a teaching is even clearer in 
the context of this limitation. The Holehan reference clearly does not include a teaching 
of a user input detector that detects a selected dimension that is selected by the 
dimension selection switch, as is set forth by this limitation. The Examiner cites a 
portion of the Holehan reference that describes two sets of conductive traces 
connecting capacitive elements and that the "conductive traces usually run in 
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orthogonal directions." Office Action dated November 23, 2005. page 2, last paragraph 
(citing Holehan, column 4, lines 4-7). The Examiner also cites the Abstract as a 
teaching of portions of this limitation. Id. The Appellant fails to see how these portions 
of the Holehan reference teach "a user input detector" that is "electrically coupled to .., 
t h« dimension selection switch " and that detects "a selected dimension selected by the 
dimension selection switch" as is set forth for independent claim 25. 

Accordingly, independent claim 25 distinguishes over Holehan for at least these 
reasons and the Examiner's rejection should be withdrawn. The remaining rejected 
claims depend from claim 25 and. accordingly distinguish over Holehan for the same 
reasons. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: January 21. 2006 K jff^.Bffigg 

by for Applicants 
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